AD review issues
Descriptive, not so much specific advise to operators Is Informational better suited than BCP? Pro for Informational: easier approval process Cons:
"BCPs" are implicit in the tables (esp "Status") fields BCP is a has wider IETF review (good) and can be updated Normative references to drafts may lead to waiting Most of the references wouldn't need to be normative Most drafts in RFC editor's queue draft-ietf-isis-wg-multi-topology in post-IESG review draft-ietf-mboned-addrarch-05 biggest concern :-) need not be normative reference
We should be OK with this
